
CALIFORNIA RECIONAL 'lATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

ORDER NO. 82-34

ORDER REQUIRING SANITARY DISTRICT NO. 1 OF MARIN COUNTY TO
CEASE AND DESIST FROM DISCHARGING HASTES CONTRARY TO REQUIREMENTS
PRESCRIBED BY THE CALIFORNIA REGIONAL HATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD,
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION, AND RESCINDING ORDER NO. 79-132

The California Regional Hater Qulaity Control Board, San Francisco Bay
Region, (hereinafter called the Board) f~lds that:

1. The Sanitary District No.1 of Marin County (hereinafter called the
discharger) provides treatment and disposal of wastewater collected by
Sanitary District No. 2 of Marin County and by the City of Larkspur; and
collection, treatment, and disposal of wastewater for the Towns of Ross,
Kentfield, San Anselmo, Fairfax, and Greenbrae.

2. On June 21, 1977, the Board adopted Order No. 77-67 (NPDES Permit No.
CA0037877) prescribing requirements for the waste discharge by the
discharger from its municipal sewage treatment plant.

3. On October 16, 1979, the Board adopted Order No. 79-132, a Cease and
Desist Order containing a compliance time schedule for design,
construction, and operation of necessary wastewater facilities. Because
of delays beyond the discharger's control, the time schedule for NPDES
Permit compliance as contained in Order No. 79-.1.32 has not been met and
is no longer appropriate.

4. On June 16, 1982, the Board reissued the NPDES Permit in Order No. 82-32,
containing prohibitions, effluent limitations, and receiving water
limitations.

5. Order No. 82-32 states, in part, as follows:

»«. Prohibitions

1. Discharge of wastewater through the present outfall to Corte
Madera Creek is prohibited.

2. There shall be no bypass or overflow of untreated wastewater to
waters of the United States, either at the treatment plant or
the co l.Le c t ion sys t cm . 11

6. On June 16, 1982, at a meeting starting at 9:30 a s m, in the Assembly
Room, State Building, 1111 Jackson Street, Oakland, California, after due
notice to the discharger and all other interested and affected persons
and agencies, the Regional Board conducted a public hearing at whi.c h the
discharger appeared and evidence was r ec e i ved concerning the discharge.
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